Just A Minor Example Of The Use Of A Fallacy 


ooo 
Aristotelis Hermeneutica Analytica Elenctica 
Eott 6y Twv ev Tw Giadeyeobat AdOywv Téttapa yévn, St6acKkaAtkol kat StaAeKTiKol Kat MEtpaoTiKoi Kat EptoTtiKot [...] 


S.6aoKaAKol YEV OL EK Twy OLKE(WY ApyWwY EKGOTOU UaGhuaToSC Kal OUK EK TWY TOU anoKpivouEVOoU SoEwy auAAoyiZopEvor (Gel yap motEveL Tov 
vwavedvovta), SiaAeKtiKol 6' ot Ek Twv EvOoEWwY ovAAOyLotikoi avtigdorwe, ne_pagtikol 6' ot EK Twv GoKOUVTWY TWY aNOKpLVOHEVW Kat 
avayka(wy ev6évat To npoonotoupevw Eyetv Thy entotruns (Sv tpdnov Se, Gtwoiotat ev etépotc), eptotikol 6' ot Ek TWY PatvoLEeVWY EVSSEWY LN 
ovtwy Se ovAAoytotiKol Ff matvouEvot ovAAOYLoTiKol. meol EV ObV TWY ANOBELKTLKWY EV Toic AvaAuTiKouc elontat, nepl Se TWV GLAAEKTLKWY KO 
TELPAOTLKWY EV Toc GAAOLC: NEpl SE TWY AYWVLOTLKWY Kal EPLOTLKWY voOv AEYWHEYV. 


ooo 


The Fallacy Of Appeal To Authority is arguably the most used of all fallacies of reasoning and is, either by intent or out 
of ignorance, especially popular among journalists, propagandists and politicians. As previously noted: 


The fallacy of appeal to authority, also known as the fallacy of Argumentum ad Verecundiam, is somewhat 
misunderstood in this age of the Internet. It is not only citing or quoting a person or persons who is/are regarded, by 
the person citing or quoting or by others, as an authority or 'expert' on a subject but also citing or quoting the opinic 
given by some institution, or 'policy/advisory group’ or similar, on a subject, regardless of whether or not the ‘expert 
institution or whatever has their opinion published by some means or some medium regarded as ‘mainstream’, 
academic, or 'respectable' or authoritative. 


The crux of the fallacy is a reliance by someone or by some others on who or what is regarded in a particular society 
an authority on or as having a detailed or 'expert' knowledge of a subject or subjects. 


Thus a statement such as the fallacy of appeal to authority "is when the opinion of a non-expert on a topic is used a: 
evidence" is itself fallacious because although it appears to be a decisive statement regarding ‘authority’ it is logical 
not so having not only restricted the fallacy to those are not 'experts' but does not define what an 'expert' or a ‘false 
expert’ is or are or who or what person or institution, or 'policy/advisory group’ or similar has the ‘authority’ to decla 
someone an ‘expert’ or a ‘false expert’ in a certain subject or subjects, and from whence a person or an institution, ¢ 
'‘policy/advisory group' or similar derives their own authority to make such declarations. 


https://archive.org/download/o9a-sources-fallacy-of-authority/o9a-sources-fallacy-of-authority. pdf 


ooo 


The corollary of the appeal to authority is personal research by scholarly means of a subject using primary sources. 
Which leads to the definition of what constitutes primary sources and scholarly means. As explained in the above text: 


Primary sources include contemporaneous manuscripts, letters, diaries, memoirs, personal journals, interviews, 
speeches, and other materials individuals used to describe (i) events in which they were participants or observers, a 
(ii) ideas or creations - such as a philosophy, music, literature, or art-work - which they were responsible for. Hence il 
the matter of a philosophy such as that of Heidegger the primary sources are his published writings, authenticated 
recordings or transcriptions of his speeches/lectures, and authenticated unpublished manuscripts if any. The writings 
opinions, and conclusions of others about that philosophy are secondary or tertiary sources. 


The criteria of scholarship are: (i) a detailed, meticulous, unbiased original research on and concerning a specific top 
or topics or subject undertaken over a year or more in duration and involving primary source material; (ii) an ability | 
be able to read primary sources in their original language; and (iii) a rational assessment of the knowledge acquired 
such research, with such conclusions about the topic, topics, or subject being the logical result of the cumulative 
scholarly learning so acquired. If the researcher cannot read primary sources in their original language and has to re 
on the translations of others then their conclusions are not original and not scholarly just as if they commit logical 
fallacies - such as the fallacy of Incomplete Evidence - then their conclusions are also not scholarly. 


In a civilized world, individuals would refrain from making a judgment, especially a public one, about a person or about 
some group or about some matter unless they had either personally done their own research using primary sources or 
had personal, direct, and extended experience of the person, group, or matter. For the fair thing to do in regard, for 
example to a person, would be to give them the benefit of the doubt. 


A Recent Example 


The background to our minor example is of people accepting and repeating the views of a journalist whom they 
obviously regard or regarded, as the journalist regards himself, as some sort of 'expert' on both the group known as 
the 'order of nine angles' (O9A) and on Mr David Myatt. For instance in 2023 he claimed that he had provided evidence 
that 'proved' that David Myatt was ‘Anton Long' and involved with the O9A, adding, for good measure, an ad hominem 
and an insult to his public declaration: 


Jake Hanrahan @ @Jake Hanrahan - 14h 
Replying to @thormynd15, @tenepod and @PopularFront_ 


| posted the evidence. Plenty of it. You're more than 70-years-old playing 
fantasy on Twitter. Grow up. 


OD 1 td 4 ili 19 - 


Yet although, as documented in the text O9A: Social Media Fun And Games With David Myatt, {1} his claim to having 
provided 'evidence' was debunked with a URL to the text provided via 'social media’, he persisted in his claims despite 
producing no more ‘evidence’. 


Our minor example of the fallacy is from June to October of 2023 and involves people accepting and repeating 
something else the journalist wrote: 


Jake Hanrahan @Jake Hanrahan - Jun 23 “° 
Here’s @thormyndi5 again planting his own information to then cite. He 
posted a link to this document to try and refute my posts about O9A 
source material promoting ToB. At the time he tweeted the link, the 
document had zero views. 


Which reveals a rather astonishing lack of research by an ‘investigative’ journalist since document views - on, for 
example scribd and archive dot org - are slow to update (from days to weeks) as evident in this screenshot from the 
latter: 


Sep 18, 2023 
o * | ® 
me | | 


Which evidence of an item with zero views yet with a written review could have easily been found. As the person 
criticized by the journalist replied, providing an infographic which also cited other factors: 


1. The ridd item in question had already been published elsewhere e on a monitored wordpress ¢ } and als n archive dot }. SO it ontents were known 
, jor v 


That the journalist rushed to provide his opinion, did not bother to do basic research, and did not consider factors such 
as e-mail, is indicative, as is just how many committed and are continuing to commit the fallacy of appeal to authority 
by believing and repeating his opinion despite the evidence provided which relegates his claim to that of biased 
opinion and journalist himself at best to being an unreliable source and at worst to being a propagandist for some 
belief or for some cause. 


Conclusion 


The Fallacy Of Appeal To Authority is and has been committed by so many people so many times over so many years 
and decades that, arguably, the logical conclusion is that our current Western societies are not only socially uncivilized, 
and thus not based en masse on the use of logical reasoning, but also that the few who are fair and civilized and 
employ logical reasoning are gradually diminishing with the Internet at least partially responsible for this decline. 


For how many, in our societies, could now answer questions such as the following from the Examinations for Admission 
to the Royal Military College, Sandhurst set for candidates between the years 1859 and 1865, which involves a 
knowledge of that masterpiece of logical reasoning, Euclid's 2tTotyeia? 


1. Make a triangle of which the sides shall be equal to three 
given straight lines, but any two whatever of these must be 
greater than the third. 

How does the construction in this proposition fail when 
the condition in italics is not fulfilled. 

2. To a given straight line apply o paralellogram which shall 
ke equal to a given triangle, and have one of its angles equal to 
u given rectilineal angle. 

Could a rectangle be described on a line of any magnitude 
equal to any given equilateral triangle. 


1. Describe an equilateral and equiangular pen- 
tagon about a given circle. 

Compare the areas of the equilateral and equi- 
angular pentagons inscribed in, and circumscri 
about, the same circle. 

2. When, according to Euclid, are four geometrical 
magnitudes proportional? Prove that triangles which 
have the same altitude are to one another as their 


Show that every trapezium is divided by its dia- 


gonals into four triangles which are proportional to 
one another. 


Haereticus Reputandus 
October 2023 


{1} https://archive.org/download/o9a-media-false-claims/o9a-media-false-claims-v3.pdf 
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